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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 7th July, 1998 

O.N. 43.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 

1951), the Election Oommission hereby publishes 
the judgement dated 22nd April, 1998 of the High 
Court of judicature at Mumbai, Nagpur Bench in 
Election Petition No. 1 of 1996 filed by Shri Santo^ 
Vinayakrao Ambekar challenging the election of 
Shri Anandrao Vithoba Adsul to the Lok Sabha 
from 18-Buldhana Parliamentary Constituency. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 

BOMBAY, NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR 

ELECTION PETITION NO. 1 OF 1996. 

Santosh S/o. Vinayakrao Ambekar 

. .Petitioner. 

Versus 

Shri Anandrao S/o. Vithoba Adsul. 

. .Respondent. 

CORAM : S. P. KULKARNI, J. 

Dated : 22-4-1998. 
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ORDER 

“Shri S. V. Manohar advocate appears for the 
petitioner Santosh. This petition involves a chal¬ 
lenge to election to the Parliamentary Constituency 
No. ]18 tBuiiJana Cot^tituency). The petition re¬ 
mains pending. The respondent has, duly fil^ the 
written statement Hiereafter fresh elections to the 
Parliament itook place.” 

2. Shri Manohar representing the petitioner points 
out that he has been now instructed ito state before 
the Court that the petitioner is not desirous of pro¬ 
secuting the present petition. In view of this, ob¬ 
viously the grounds of fact agitated by the petitioner 
are not now necessary to be gone into. In view of 
■ the non-proseemion, therefore, the election petition 


will have to be dismissed. Smt. Bodade, represent¬ 
ing respondent No- 1, in the circumstances, there¬ 
fore, has nothing specific to submit with no order 
as to costs, 

4. The. ^emnty deposit be accordingly refunded 
to the petitioner. 

By the Court. 

SdV- S. M. MAINDARKAR, 
Assistant Re^strar, 

[No. 82/MT-HP/1/96 (Nagpur)l 
By Order, 

S. MENDIRATTA, Principal Secy. 
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